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REMARKS 
Claims 19 to 27 are ia this case. 

The various objectiOTi and ngection to claims 1 to 18 have been overcome by 
cancelling &e claim aiMl substituting new daims. 

With respect to the rejectioii for double patenting, all of the cases cited by the 
Examiner were prior to the 1995 changes in Ihe patent laws. This case has the same 
effective fiUng date as does Applicant's patent. In this situation, under cunent law, 
in order for there to be double patenting the claims of this case must be substantially 
identical a claim of the patient which in not the case. 

Claim 19 is patentable since it redtes, "cottpiter means for monitoring botti 
said machines and said procedures, and producing inforaiatiQn as to the operations 
of such machines and procedures" in combination with the remainder of the claim. 

Claim 20 is patentable since it recites, "con^uter means provides said station 
with an ou^t which sets forth prices computed from the operations of more than 
one of said macWnes*' in combinafiion with the remainder of the claim. 

Qaim 21 is patentable since it recites, **computer means provides said station 
with inf<matiQn on procedures performed on each of said machines as well as 
summaries of the operations of all of said machines" in combination with the 
remainder of the daim. 

Claim 22 is patentable since it recites, ''computer means compares an actual 
operation of each machine with a standard procedure and detennines any dififeience 
or similarity between said standard procedure and said actual opeiation " in 
combinatira with the rem^ind^ of ihe claim. 

Claim 23 is patentable since it recites, "cotiqmter means for monitoring both 
said machines and said operators, and producing information as to the operations of 
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smA machines and operators" in combination with the remainder of the claims. 

aaim 24 i$ patentable since it recites, "cojmputer means compares an actual 
operation of each machine wth a standard procedure and determines any diflfeience 
or similarity between said standard procedure and said actual operation" in 
combmation with the remainder of the claim. 

Claim 25 is patentable since it recites, ^^providing a number of individual 
medical imaging machines each of which win produdag images of some type of a 
part of a Uving body»» in combination wi4 the remainder of the claim. 

Claim 26 is patentable simic it recites, "compiiter means compares an 
operatiffii of each machine with a standard procedure and determines any difference 

or similarily between said standard procedure and said actual operati^^^ 
combination with the remainder of the claim. 

Claim 27 is patentable since it recites, "said step of providing conq)uter 
means provides separate computers for each medical imaging machine and for Ifae 
snpervisor" in combmatiQn with the remainder of the claim. 



Respectfiilly, 




William D. Hall 
Attorney for Applicant 
Register 14, 311 



Address: 10850 Stanraore Dr. 

Potomac, MD 20854 
Phone: 301-983-5070 
Fax. 301-765-0112 
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